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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

> Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply wilt, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communicatlon(s) filetJ on 26 September 2005 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1 and 3-13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 11 and 12 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1.3-10 and 13 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing{s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 
Claims 1 1 and 12 are distinguished from the rest of the claims for the reasons 
provided on paper No. 05052005. The new added claim 13 is been joined with the rest of 
the examined claims. 

This application contains claims 1 1 and 12 drawn to an invention nonelected with 
traverse in Paper No. 09262005. A complete reply to the final rejection must include 
cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP 
§ 821.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 and 3-10 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Runge (5,247,781) in view of Grevich et al. (4,305,240). 

Runge discloses a horizontal packaging machine for making packages equipped 
with zip closure (16 and 18), the machine comprising at least one unit for unwinding a 
film (20) of synthetic material for packaging a series of products (24); at least one imit 
(36) for unreeling a pair of tapes to form a zip closure (16 and 18); a shaping tunnel 
located downstream of the fihn imreeling unit (Fig. 4; via sealing apparatus 124); a 
sealing unit located downstream of the shaping tunnel (Fig. 4; via sealing bars 128). 
Runge does not disclose a power-driven film feed roller designed to apply a uniform 
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pulling force on the film which is unwound and fed into the seaUng imit wherein the 
power driven feed roller has on its surfaces a series of jaws for transversely sealing and 
separating the packages; wherein the location of the power driven film feed roller and the 
uniform pulling force prevents the film fi"om being uneven while sealed. However, 
Grevich discloses a similar packaging machine comprising a power-driven film feed 
roller (Figs. 1-3; via rotor 17) designed to apply a uniform pulling force on the fihn 
which is unwound and fed into the sealing xmit wherein the power driven feed roller has 
on its surfaces a series of jaws (via sealing and cutoff heads 18) for transversely sealing 
and separating the packages (Figs. 1-5; via jaws 18); wherein the location of the power 
driven film feed roller (17) and the uniform pulling force prevents the film fi-om being 
imeven while sealed, see for example (Figs. 1-3; the film been feed, pulled, and evenly 
sealed). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have substituted Runge's sealing and cutting bars 128 by 
having a power-driven fihn feed roller designed to apply a imiform pulling force on the 
film which is unwound and fed into the sealing unit wherein the power driven feed roller 
has on its surfaces a series of jaws for transversely sealing and separating the packages, 
wherein the location of the power driven fihn feed roller and the uniform pulling force 
prevents the film fi"om being uneven while sealed , as suggested by Grevich, in order to 
readily and easily varying the length of the produced packages and readily adjusting the 
sealing and cutoff heads on the rotor to accommodate packages of various lengths 
(column 2, lines 40-45). 
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Regarding claim 3: Runge discloses a zip tape and package separating unit (Fig. 
4; via knife 130). 

Regarding claim 4: Grevich discloses that the jaws have cutting edges (Fig. 5; via 

18). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have substituted Runge's sealing and cutting bars 128 by 
having a power-driven film feed roller with jaws having cutting edges, as suggested by 
Grevich, in order to readily and easily varying the length of the produced packages and 
radially adjusting the sealing and cutoff heads on the rotor to accommodate packages of 
various lengths (column 2, lines 40-45). 

Regarding claim 5: Runge nor Grevich disclose a pair of opposite platforms one 
on each side of the film to make a first continuous seal along the outside of the joined 
edges of the fihn and a second seal along the inside in order to attach the zip tape to the 
film edges. However, the examiner takes an official notice that the mentioned two seals 
on a reclosable bags is old, well known and available in the art, see for example US. 
Patent Num. 6,523,325 and 4,618,383. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified 
Runge's horizontal packaging machine by having means to make a first continuous seal 
along the outside of the joined edges of the film in order to secure the inside seal fi-om 
any damage and provide the customer with a prove that the bag is never opened and a 
second seal along the inside in order to attach the zip tape to the fihn edges. 

Regarding claim 6: Runge discloses firee turning guide rollers to fiiide the film 
into the sealing unit (Fig. 4; via rollers 88 and 90). 
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Regarding claim 7: Runge discloses a pair of jaws feature a longitudinal groove 
which accommodates the zip tape while the seal is being made (Fig. 4; via sealing bars 
124 and 128) 

Regarding claim 8: Runge discloses close to the unit (36) for unwinding the zip 
tape (16 and 18), a pair of unwinding rollers (Fig. 1; via guide rollers 40, 44, 46, 48, and 
49). Runge does not disclose that rollers for unwinding are driven by a servomotor. 
However, the examiner takes an official notice that driving rollers by servomotor is old, 
well known and available in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have modified Runge's 
horizontal packaging machine by having servomotor to control the unwinding of the zip 
tape, in order to control the tension of the closure tape. 

Regarding claim 9: Rxmge does not disclose downstream of the power-driven 
roller a device for collecting and feeding out the packages. However, it is inherent that 
Runge's packaging apparatus have a collecting or stacking station by the end of the 
manufacture line. 

Regarding claim 10: Runge does not disclose that two process lines placed side by 
side. However, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have modified Runge's packaging machine by having 
two process lines placed side by side, since it has been held that mere duplication of the 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper 
Co. V. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. in order to have more manufactured bags in shorter time. 

Regarding claim 13: Runge discloses a fi-ee turning guide rollers for guiding the 
film into the sealing unit (Fig. 2; via guide and pressing rollers 104 and 106). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sameh H. Tawfik whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4470. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday - Friday from 8:00 AM to 6:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfril, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rinaldi Rada can be reached on 571-272-4467. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Sameh H. Tawfik 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3721 



